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deities, but the philosophers who believed in one
God maintained that the only conditions of forgiveness
were repentance and amendment of life. The Deists,
therefore, rejected the atonement as allied to paganism,
and only acknowledged Christianity as far as it was a
republication of the religion of natnre.

The men of that day were clear reasoners, but they
were not profound.   In the present time, whether a
man believes or does not believe, what we shall call
the Panline doctrine of the atonement, he cannot say
that it is contrary to reason.   It will be objected that
we merely put it in a rational form.    Our answer is,
that if it is capable of a rational form, it should not
be denounced as < horrible' and c hideous.'    "We do
not admit that reason is altogether on Mr. Voysey's
side.    A doctrine which has taken such universal hold
on the religious mind, must have some reason in it.
That it has been connected with fearful superstitions
it is not necessary to deny.    All that we contend for
is, that the abstract idea of atonement is in conformity
with reason.   The highest philosophical  conception
which we can have of Deity, is that of absolute imper-
sonal justice.    He is that Everlasting Order which
opposes all disorder,    If we look only to the course of
this world, we cannot deny that one man suffers for
the sins of another.   The Divine law is broken, and
like every violated law in nature, the  consequent
suffering falls on all who come within its reach. With
this conception of God, we can understand the neces-
sity of what we call an atonement.    In Kant's philo-
sophy there was a place found for satisfaction because
of the absolute justice of Deity,    On this ground, ono